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Senate 
The Senate met at 3 p.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, our hearts rise up to 

meet You as the day rises to meet the 
Sun. Humble our lawmakers in Your 
presence that they may delight in the 
power You provide. Help them to re-
member that before honor comes hu-
mility. Give them also the wisdom to 
know that their sufficiency comes from 
You. 

Lord, teach them Your wisdom as 
You infuse them with the spirit of rev-
erence for You. May they make the 
commitment to faithfully serve You 
and country with their whole hearts. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
YOUNG). Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-

ceed to executive session to resume 
consideration of the Branstad nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Terry Branstad, 
of Iowa, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the 
United States of America to the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 5:30 
p.m. will be equally divided in the 
usual form. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The Democratic leader is recognized. 

RUSSIA INVESTIGATION 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, since 

last week’s all-Senators briefing with 
Deputy Attorney General Rod Rosen-
stein, some of my friends on the other 
side of the aisle have alleged that his 
appointment of a special counsel im-
pedes the congressional investigation 
into Russian interference in our elec-
tions and whether the Trump campaign 
was involved. Nothing could be further 
from the truth. 

The executive branch investigation 
under the special counsel looks at 
criminal wrongdoing. The congres-
sional investigation takes a broader 
approach. The two can proceed on par-
allel tracks, as has happened many 
times in the past. If anything the con-
gressional investigation is doing poten-
tially interferes with the special coun-
sel’s activities, the two parties will dis-
cuss it. It is a process called 
deconfliction. They know how to do it. 
They have done it before. There is no 
reason whatsoever for the congres-
sional investigation to slow down or 
stop. 

Mr. Mueller’s appointment as special 
counsel in no way diminishes the need 
for Congress to play an active role in 
helping to get to the bottom of all the 
recent events. Let me repeat. This is 
our solemn constitutional duty, the 
very bedrock of the separation of pow-
ers and coequal branches of govern-
ment designed by our Founding Fa-

thers to preserve something we all 
cherish: American liberty and Amer-
ican democracy. Let me outline three 
things that should happen. 

First, Intelligence Committee Chair 
BURR and Ranking Member WARNER 
should continue to pursue their com-
mittee’s investigation into these mat-
ters with just as much vigor. That in-
vestigation has been proceeding in a bi-
partisan way, and it absolutely should 
continue as such. For example, my 
friends Senators BURR and WARNER 
have recently requested financial 
records of key Trump campaign offi-
cials from the Treasury Department. 
They should be given that information 
and continue to pursue whatever other 
avenues they view as helpful to the 
committee’s investigation. 

Second, Mr. Comey should testify in 
both the Judiciary and the Intelligence 
Committees to discuss the events sur-
rounding his dismissal. The commit-
tees should be given access to memos 
he reportedly drafted following inter-
actions with President Trump, and 
Congress should also be provided any 
transcripts or tapes the White House 
might have of Mr. Comey’s conversa-
tions with President Trump. 

Third, the Intelligence Committee 
must be provided the details of tran-
scripts relating to President Trump’s 
reported disclosure of information to 
the Russian Foreign Minister and Am-
bassador. There is a great deal of dis-
pute about what was said at that meet-
ing. The committee should have access 
to both Mr. Comey’s notes and the 
White House’s notes. 

Finally, the Senate must demand the 
next FBI Director be nonpartisan, inde-
pendent, fearless, and of unimpeach-
able integrity, just as Mr. Mueller is. A 
career politician of either party or any-
one who suggests a lack of impartiality 
should not be considered a fit choice 
for that office. Every one of these, by 
the way, deals with congressional over-
sight—some directly, like the appoint-
ment of an FBI Director; some a little 
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more indirectly, such as figuring out 
what exactly was said in the room with 
the Russian Foreign Minister and Am-
bassador, but all of it is clearly within 
what the Constitution requires and the 
Founding Fathers wanted Congress to 
be. So the congressional committees 
have really an obligation to our democ-
racy to continue their role. 

HEALTHCARE 
Mr. President, on another matter— 

healthcare. Today, the Trump adminis-
tration delayed for another 90 days 
their decision on whether to defend the 
administration’s position in a lawsuit 
filed by the House Republicans about 
the cost-sharing payments in the Af-
fordable Care Act. It is a decision that 
greatly increases the uncertainty in 
our healthcare system. 

The cost-sharing program keeps 
healthcare costs low for working Amer-
icans and helps insurers stay in the 
marketplace, giving Americans more 
choices. It keeps the average person’s 
premiums down, keeps their 
deductibles low. It makes it a lot easier 
for many working Americans to afford 
healthcare. That was its purpose, and 
it is succeeding in its purpose, but by 
continuing to sow uncertainty about 
this program, both by refusing to de-
fend the lawsuit and by making out-
right threats to end it, the Trump ad-
ministration has already caused insur-
ers to flee the marketplace or propose 
rate increases for the next year. Let 
me repeat. Right now, the Trump ad-
ministration’s actions are sowing great 
uncertainty that causes insurers to 
pull out of States and increase their 
costs, making it more likely that 
working Americans won’t be able to af-
ford coverage next year. 

A spokesperson for America’s Health 
Insurance Plans, AHIP, the industry’s 
main trade group, said the following, 
and this is their quote, not mine: 

We need swift action and long-term cer-
tainty on [the cost-sharing program]. It is 
the single most destabilizing factor in the in-
dividual market, and millions of Americans 
could soon feel the impact of fewer choices, 
higher costs and reduced access to care. 

The insurance industry itself is say-
ing that the No. 1 thing that could be 
done to keep costs down, to keep other 
insurers in the marketplace, is to make 
permanent cost sharing. 

President Trump’s attempt to blame 
what is happening on ObamaCare is to-
tally contradicted by what the health 
insurance plans say when it comes to 
cost sharing. So refusing to guarantee 
the cost-sharing payments is sabotage, 
plain and simple, and the Trump ad-
ministration knows it. 

The administration made the last 
cost-sharing payment but refuses to 
say they will continue to make them 
permanently. They know they will get 
blamed for the chaos that would ensue 
should they end these payments. They 
are afraid to do that. But they also 
want to threaten the stability of the 
healthcare system in order to get 
Democrats to work with them on their 
healthcare bill. So what they tried to 

do is have their cake and eat it too. 
They said: We are going to delay the 
lawsuit, but we are still going to have 
that uncertainty that hurts Americans 
out there. That is profoundly irrespon-
sible. 

Threatening to defund healthcare in 
order to win political leverage is hos-
tage-taking at its very worst because it 
holds hostage millions of innocent 
Americans who very much need 
healthcare costs to be lower and afford-
able. It is already causing massive un-
certainty. It will only get worse if the 
administration continues to kick the 
can down the road 3 months at a time. 

There is one very simple solution: In-
stead of delaying the decision every 3 
months, the White House ought to step 
up to the plate and say once and for all 
that they will make those payments 
permanently—payments which help 
millions of Americans pay less for their 
healthcare, payments which the insur-
ance industry itself says would help 
stabilize markets and help people gain 
healthcare. 

THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET 
Next, Mr. President, on the budget, 

the President of the United States will 
release his budget for 2018 this week. It 
could come as early as tomorrow. All 
indications are that it will be similar 
to his skinny budget from earlier this 
year. I want to remind everyone here 
in the Senate what a disaster that 
budget would be if it were ever imple-
mented by Congress. 

The President told the American peo-
ple he would help create jobs and pro-
vide greater economic security for fam-
ilies. This budget does exactly the op-
posite. It is not a jobs budget. It is not 
an economic security budget. It is a 
budget that takes a meat cleaver to 
the middle class by gutting programs 
that help them the most, including 
many that create jobs and power the 
economy. Transportation is cut. Edu-
cation is cut. Programs that promote 
scientific and medical research are cut. 
Programs that protect clean air and 
clean water are cut. All of these pro-
grams are favored by the American 
people. They have been favored by a 
vast majority of my Republican friends 
across the aisle. But the President’s 
budget is an outlier, way out there. It 
fits with Mr. Mulvaney’s beliefs, but he 
was an outlier in the Congress when he 
called for the government to be shut 
down and when he wanted to have the 
government play so little a role in 
helping the middle class. That is harm-
ful to America. 

Here is another one that really is 
worrisome: Recent reports say that the 
President’s budget will target Medicaid 
for significant cuts—as large or larger 
than the $880 billion the House Repub-
licans would cut in their TrumpCare 
bill. This would pull the rug out from 
so many Americans who need help— 
those suffering from opioid and heroin 
addiction, people in nursing homes and 
their families who care for them, the 
elderly, the disabled, and children. 

Medicaid has become a middle-class 
program. Opioid addiction. What about 

a 40- or 50-year-old couple who is trying 
to raise their kids, saving for college, 
and has a parent who needs to be in a 
nursing home. Right now, Medicaid 
pays for it. What are they going to do 
when that is cut? They have two 
choices: Shell a huge amount of money 
out of their own pockets, which they 
can’t afford, or maybe bring mom or 
dad back home, where there may be no 
room for them. What a horrible choice. 
What a horrible choice. Well, that is 
what the President is proposing to do 
when he dramatically slashes Med-
icaid. 

I will repeat. Medicaid helps the very 
poor, but it also helps the middle class, 
and the majority of its money now 
seems to go to the middle class. I be-
lieve something like 60 percent goes to 
nursing homes or some high percentage 
like that. 

The Congressional Budget Office esti-
mates that a cut to Medicaid of this 
size would deprive roughly 10 million 
Americans of Medicaid benefits over 
the next decade. Medicaid has always 
benefited the poor, and that is a good 
thing, but I remind my colleagues that 
it has increasingly become a middle- 
class program. Here is where it goes: 
Medicaid provides benefits for 60 per-
cent of Americans in nursing homes. 

Listen to this, Mr. President and my 
colleagues: Medicaid helps 1.75 million 
veterans—1 in 10. It provides services 
for Americans struggling with opioid 
addiction, which is a problem that af-
fects so many. 

If the reporting is accurate, these 
cuts to Medicaid that are in the Presi-
dent’s budget carry a staggering 
human cost. Once again, Donald Trump 
is breaking his promise to the working 
people of America. 

We have seen promise after promise 
broken as if they did not even matter. 
What he said in the campaign and what 
he governs as has almost no overlap in 
so many areas. Here is what Candidate 
Trump said when he campaigned: ‘‘I’m 
not going to cut Social Security like 
every other Republican and I’m not 
going to cut Medicare or Medicaid.’’ He 
promised he would help take care of 
those suffering from opioid addiction. 
If he cuts Medicaid, he is breaking that 
promise—boom—right in half. 

Candidate Trump campaigned as a 
populist and said he wanted to help the 
working people, but since he has taken 
office, he has governed like a hard- 
right conservative, pushing policies 
that help the uber-wealthy at the ex-
pense of the middle class. TrumpCare 
and the budget the President will be 
proposing tomorrow says one thing and 
does another. 

Many of my Republican friends come 
from States that have significantly ex-
panded their Medicaid Programs over 
the past few years, insuring hundreds 
of thousands, sometimes millions of 
their constituents. 

Based on what we know about this 
budget, the good news—the only good 
news—is that it is likely to be roundly 
rejected by Members of both parties 
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here in the Senate, just as the last 
budget was. Democrats and Repub-
licans, on the 2017 budget, virtually ig-
nored the President and his proposal. 
We got together, and we compromised. 
Not everyone got everything they 
wanted, but we produced a budget that 
America can be proud of and one that 
helps the middle class. 

We have shown Democrats and Re-
publicans, the House and Senate, can 
come together to compromise on ap-
propriations in 2017. We should follow 
that same blueprint in 2018. We should 
ignore the President’s budget which 
would devastate the middle class and 
instead work across the aisle to ad-
vance reasonable compromise legisla-
tion later this year. 

I yield the floor to my good friend 
from Texas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I came 
to the floor during the last part of the 
remarks of the distinguished Demo-
cratic leader, and it just reminded me 
of a headline I saw in this morning’s 
newspaper that just, to me, exemplifies 
how dishonest, sometimes, the way 
questions are framed here when it 
comes to dealing with our financial re-
sponsibilities. The headline in the 
Washington Post talked about Presi-
dent Trump’s proposal slashing Med-
icaid, like the Democrats have criti-
cized the House healthcare replace-
ment bill slashing Medicaid even 
though, as a factual matter, Medicaid 
would continue to grow year after year 
after year. 

As the distinguished Presiding Offi-
cer and I have previously discussed, 
one question is, What is a responsible 
rate of Consumer Price Index or infla-
tion to deal with medical inflation so 
that when we return Medicaid to the 
States, spending at let’s say 2016 levels, 
what is a responsible rate of continued 
growth to deal with medical inflation 
so that the States are not left with an 
unsustainable burden? 

But the idea that spending at current 
levels, plus an additional cost-of-living 
index year after year after year, means 
that Medicaid spending won’t go up 
every year—next year it will be more 
than this year. The following year it 
will be more than next year. So only in 
the fevered imagination of, apparently, 
the headline writers at the Washington 
Post and in some of our Democratic 
friends could that be considered a cut. 
In the rest of the country, they would 
consider that as Medicaid growing, not 
being cut. 

It is true that one of the things the 
House did that I think is an important 
reform of one of our principle entitle-
ment provisions was to put some sort 
of sustainable cap on the growth of 
spending on entitlements, which 
perviously had been uncapped. 

Some day there is going to be a day 
of reckoning in this country when it 
comes to spending. We have $20 trillion 
in debt. We know now that the Federal 
Reserve is loosening its hold on inter-

est rates, that those are creeping up, 
and one of the estimates is that if in-
terest rates due to improved economic 
performance were to reach historic 
norms, we would soon be paying more 
for interest on the national debt than 
we would be paying for defense spend-
ing. That is simply unsustainable, not 
to mention the fact that we would then 
be essentially appropriating 30 percent 
of what the Federal Government 
spends and leaving 70 percent un-
touched. 

We can’t get the country on a sus-
tainable financial path just dealing 
with 30 percent of what the Federal 
Government spends, and we need to 
have a serious conversation, not a mis-
leading characterization of the prob-
lem. We need a serious conversation 
about the reality facing our country 
and future generations because right 
now we are spending their inheritance, 
so to speak. In other words, I consider 
it an act of immorality for me to be 
spending money and forcing my chil-
dren and future generations to pay it 
back. That is just not fair to them, and 
we need to come to grips with that 
sooner rather than later. 

NORTH AMERICAN FREE TRADE AGREEMENT 
Mr. President, on another note, last 

week, the administration sent official 
notice to Congress of its intent to re-
negotiate the North American Free 
Trade Agreement, or NAFTA. It was a 
big part of President Trump’s cam-
paign platform that the United States 
needed smarter, fairer trade deals that 
benefit more Americans. I certainly 
agree with that principle. 

I do think, in some quarters, NAFTA 
has been unfairly maligned. But it is 
true that it is 23 years old, and it needs 
to be modernized. I think all of us can 
rally around that, consistent with the 
principle in President Trump’s cam-
paign that America needs smarter, 
fairer trade deals that benefit more 
Americans. 

Free trade has, after all, been a boon 
to the American economy—and cer-
tainly the Texas economy because we 
are the No. 1 exporting State in the Na-
tion. Our farmers, ranchers, and small 
business owners have benefited from 
trade agreements, particularly 
NAFTA, that help them send more of 
the products they raise, grow, and 
build to more markets around the 
world, principally to Canada and Mex-
ico; but certainly, other trade agree-
ments allow those manufactured goods, 
stock raised, and produce grown to go 
to markets around the world. 

We comprise in America about 5 per-
cent of the potential markets in the 
world, so 95 percent is the rest of the 
world and a market to buy the things 
we make and grow and raise here. Why 
not help create more jobs and a strong-
er economy here at home by encour-
aging that kind of free and fair trade? 

There has been significant growth in 
exports since NAFTA was agreed to 23 
years ago. Of course, Mexico continues 
to be an important economic partner, 
helping my State, Texas, grow and spe-

cifically creating a vibrant ecosystem 
along the border, but the rest of the 
country benefits too. 

The national Chamber of Commerce 
estimates that there are 5 million 
American jobs as a result of binational 
trade with Mexico. With Canada, it is 
about 8 million. Why in the world 
would we want to do anything to jeop-
ardize that? I suggest we don’t. 

Free trade doesn’t just mean more 
opportunities for our agricultural sec-
tor or business owners, but it also helps 
American families buy more affordable 
products here at home, too, and that is 
why we need to make sure that any 
changes to NAFTA are improvements 
to the overall agreement. 

I was encouraged just this last week 
when Ambassador Lighthizer, the U.S. 
Trade Representative, and Secretary of 
Commerce Ross met with members of 
the Senate Finance Committee. Essen-
tially, what they said is that their first 
principle, when it comes to renegoti-
ating NAFTA, is to do no harm. That is 
a pretty good rule of thumb. In fact, it 
reminds me of the Hippocratic Oath 
that doctors take when treating pa-
tients: First, do no harm. Well, I be-
lieve that is a good place to start. 

Over the last two decades under this 
agreement, the economy in my State of 
Texas—which has been the engine that 
has been pulling the national economy 
in many respects—has grown signifi-
cantly because of the tremendous ac-
cess afforded by trade. We have to be 
careful not to do any harm to that and 
to look for ways to improve it. 

There is no denying that this agree-
ment is an old one created well before 
the digital and global economy of 
today. It was written before the energy 
renaissance in North America oc-
curred, whereby instead of peak energy 
production—which is what we thought 
we had reached—we now have so much 
natural gas and oil that we export it to 
the world. That is great for jobs here at 
home. It is great to be able to do that 
for our allies around the world who 
need a dependable, alternative supply 
of energy in many respects, rather 
than being the victims of energy being 
used as a weapon against them. So the 
energy renaissance is another good rea-
son that updating NAFTA makes sense. 

I look forward to working with the 
President and his team to take great 
care that any efforts to modernize 
NAFTA don’t sacrifice the benefits we 
have enjoyed for the last two decades. 
Hopefully, we can modernize it in a 
way that will allow more Americans to 
take advantage of it, and our economy 
will continue to grow and prosper as a 
result. 

HEALTHCARE LEGISLATION 
Mr. President, on another matter, as 

we all know, this Chamber continues to 
consider the best way forward to repeal 
and replace ObamaCare. The entire Re-
publican Conference, all 52 of us, have 
been meeting regularly in small groups 
and larger groups so we can finally put 
ObamaCare behind us. I have to say it 
is a shame that none of our Democratic 
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colleagues appear willing to lift a fin-
ger to help us do that, even though 
they know that ObamaCare is in melt-
down mode. 

We have promised multiple times, at 
least in the last three elections, to do 
away with this disaster of a healthcare 
law so that American families can get 
the healthcare they need at a price 
they can afford. This isn’t just a talk-
ing point. This is our goal. This is our 
objective. 

When I said that ObamaCare has been 
a failure, I am reminded of a letter 
written to me by one of my constitu-
ents from the Dallas-Fort Worth area. 
This gentleman is a small business 
owner. Since the implementation of 
ObamaCare, he has had to change his 
insurance each year, and every time, 
his rates have increased. He estimates 
they had gone up from roughly $350 a 
month now to $800 a month, not to 
mention his out-of-pocket costs. They 
have skyrocketed from $3,500 to $14,000. 
That is not affordable healthcare. At 
that price, I can’t imagine it does him 
much good at all, particularly when 
you couple those high premiums with 
higher deductibles, in many instances 
$6,000 or more for the deductible alone. 
So even though you are paying pre-
miums for insurance and those pre-
miums are going up every year, you 
still have such a high deductible that it 
effectively makes you self-insured, and 
you don’t benefit from the insurance 
you actually have. 

The first time this gentleman was 
forced to change his healthcare plan 
was because his insurance carrier com-
pletely pulled out of the marketplace, 
and that is something we are hearing 
across the country. It is not just a 
Texas phenomenon. I imagine there are 
similar stories in States like Indiana, 
North Dakota, Wisconsin, Missouri, 
Michigan, and Montana, just to men-
tion a few. It is simply proof that the 
ObamaCare experiment is a failure, and 
the government-mandated, one-size- 
fits-all approach to healthcare doesn’t 
work very well. 

The next year, this same gentleman 
went with a different insurance com-
pany, but they canceled the plan he 
was already on. Then that insurance 
company pulled all individual 
healthcare plans from the State, so he 
had to find another health insurance 
plan. 

That is not where the bad news ends. 
The doctor he has had for 20 years 
didn’t accept the new health insurance 
plan, so instead of finding a new doc-
tor, which he didn’t want to do, he is 
now paying out of pocket so that he 
can keep the doctor he wants. 

Remember what President Obama 
said countless times: If you like your 
plan, you can keep it. If you like your 
doctor, you can keep your doctor. He 
said that a family of four would find, 
on average, a savings of $2,500 a year in 
their health insurance premiums. None 
of that has proved to be true. This is an 
experiment that has ended in failure. It 
didn’t turn out to be the case for this 

constituent of mine; each time his plan 
changed, he saw a price increase and a 
coverage decrease. 

Even if Hillary Clinton had been 
elected President of the United States, 
we would still need to revisit the fail-
ures of ObamaCare because the situa-
tion is simply not sustainable for 
roughly about 11 million people—about 
6 percent of the people who get their 
insurance in the individual market. 

In spite of knowing that many of 
their constituents are being hurt by 
the failures of ObamaCare, our Demo-
cratic colleagues—even though they 
know it—refuse to do anything about 
it. Again, we invite them to work with 
us, not for our benefit but for the ben-
efit of the people they represent. 

This is not making life any easier for 
my constituents in Texas, and I am 
confident that is the case for people 
across the country. That is why our ef-
forts to replace ObamaCare are so im-
portant, and that is why we will keep 
fighting to get it done because families 
across the country need access to qual-
ity healthcare they can afford that is 
not chosen for them but is what they 
choose because it suits their needs. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all quorum calls until 5:30 
p.m. today be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CORNYN. I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The majority leader is recognized. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, last 

week, we confirmed two well-qualified 
nominees, Jeffrey Rosen as Deputy 
Secretary of Transportation and Ra-
chel Brand as Associate Attorney Gen-
eral, and today we will have an oppor-
tunity to confirm another excellent 
nominee, Gov. Terry Branstad to be 
U.S. Ambassador to China. 

While I am pleased the Senate is 
working to fill these important posi-
tions, it has been disappointing to see 
so much pointless obstruction by our 
friends across the aisle. They have con-
tinuously forced procedural hurdles on 
nominees for no other reason than to 
stall confirmations, launching more 
filibusters against this President’s Cab-
inet than any other in history. They 
have done so not to change the result 
but simply to eat up floor time that 
could be used for legislation to help our 
constituents. 

Take the floor vote they forced last 
week on the Branstad nomination. The 
Senate voted overwhelmingly, 86 to 12, 
on that motion, proving once again 
that our Democratic colleagues’ tactics 
have little to do with the nominees 
themselves but are just delaying for 

delay’s sake. It is really past time to 
stop the games. 

Once confirmed as Ambassador to 
China, Governor Branstad will be 
tasked with a portfolio that is impor-
tant not only for our diplomatic rela-
tionship with China but also for our 
trade policies with that country. He 
has earned the support of Senators on 
both sides of the aisle and was reported 
out of the Foreign Relations Com-
mittee by a voice vote. 

Having served as the Governor of 
Iowa for more than two decades, 
Branstad has developed a strong under-
standing of agriculture, trade, and 
other key national interests. His expe-
rience on these issues will guide him as 
he works to strengthen our relation-
ship with China and pursue trade poli-
cies that can benefit American workers 
and businesses. I look forward to con-
firming him as our Nation’s next Am-
bassador to China so he can get started 
on the important tasks before him. 

NOMINATION OF JOHN SULLIVAN 
Mr. President, after we confirm Gov-

ernor Branstad, we will vote to ad-
vance another well-qualified nominee 
to serve as our Nation’s Deputy Sec-
retary of State, John J. Sullivan. It is 
both a critical and challenging role, 
but Mr. Sullivan’s extensive back-
ground has prepared him for the task 
ahead. Through the years, he has 
worked at the Defense Department and 
the Justice Department. He also served 
as the Deputy Secretary of Commerce. 
I am confident that his experience will 
serve him well as he works as a key ad-
viser to Secretary Tillerson and helps 
lead our Nation in addressing the range 
of security issues we face. We look for-
ward to confirming him soon. 

Having these key officials in place at 
the State Department is of great im-
portance as we work with the adminis-
tration on shaping our foreign policy 
and strengthening our posture in the 
international community. 

THE PRESIDENT’S INTERNATIONAL TRIP 
As we know, the President is cur-

rently traveling on his first inter-
national trip as our Commander in 
Chief. The trip provides the President 
with an important opportunity to en-
gage with key allies, discuss our shared 
interests, and continue conversations 
on issues where we can work together 
in the future. So we wish the President 
and the First Lady both a successful 
trip and safe travels as they return to 
the United States later this week. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that all quorum calls until 5:30 
p.m. today be equally divided. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Arkansas. 
NATIONAL DRUG COURT MONTH 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
to recognize National Drug Court 
Month and show my support for the 
positive impact drug courts have on 
cutting crime, saving money, and re-
storing lives. 

I have seen firsthand the impact of 
drug courts in Arkansas. This proven 
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approach has helped many Arkansans 
suffering from drug and alcohol abuse 
who have received the treatment and 
services they need to turn their lives 
around. For more than two decades, 
these courts have offered Arkansas’ 
drug-addicted, nonviolent offenders an 
alternative to jail while rehabilitating 
them through a strenuous treatment 
program. 

We have nearly 90 specialty courts in 
Arkansas that are providing lifesaving 
treatment to more than 3,000 individ-
uals with substance use disorders, and 
the results are impressive. Our State 
saves $45 million each year by divert-
ing these offenders from prison to drug 
courts. Ninety percent of Arkansas 
drug court participants’ drug tests 
come back negative for illegal sub-
stances, compared to 64 percent of 
those on probation and parole. 

Drug courts are a critical component 
of today’s criminal justice system. 
They have proven to be an effective al-
ternative to jail for individuals con-
victed of nonviolent drug charges. 
Holding offenders with substance use 
and mental health disorders account-
able through strict supervision and 
treatment, drug courts and veterans 
treatment courts have saved taxpayer 
dollars and the lives of more than 1.5 
million people, including a remarkable 
man I recently met who shared his 
story. 

Blayne was facing 20 years in prison 
because of crimes he had committed to 
support a 10-year addiction to prescrip-
tion opioids. This epidemic currently 
takes 94 American lives every single 
day, but Blayne is one of the lucky 
ones. His community had a drug court. 
The drug court program gave him the 
tools he needed to stop using drugs and 
helped him reconnect with his family, 
find employment, and get his life back 
on track. 

Instead of sitting in a jail cell on the 
taxpayers’ dime, he is working as a 
teacher. Instead of breaking into 
homes, he owns one. Today, Blayne is a 
dedicated family man. He told me: 
‘‘Drug court was a chance to become 
the father and husband that I wanted 
to be.’’ 

His story is similar to hundreds of 
Arkansans who have drug courts to 
thank for turning their lives around. 
An Arkansas drug court gave a woman 
named Sammy a second chance. She 
became addicted to painkillers at the 
age of 22 when she suffered a back in-
jury. Her addiction led her down a very 
dangerous path, where she also started 
using meth every day. It also led her 
into the criminal justice system, and 
she was facing 20 years in prison. Drug 
court helped Sammy change her life-
style. Now she is a positive role model 
for her children, holding down a full- 
time job and giving back to her com-
munity. 

This is the power drug courts and 
other treatment courts have that 
change lives, heal families, and save 
money. The success of drug treatment 
courts has become a model tailored to 

the needs of different groups from vet-
erans to juveniles. The willingness of 
the judicial system to adopt alter-
native methods to jail time is a cost-ef-
fective approach to changing the habits 
of drug addicts and saving the lives of 
people like Blayne and Sammy. 

As Washington pursues options for 
criminal justice reform, drug courts 
are a great example of a program that 
works. More than 25 years of research 
has proven they reduce crime and sub-
stance abuse, break the vicious cycle of 
recidivism, and keep families together. 

In Arkansas and every other State in 
the country, drug courts are making a 
real difference. I want to recognize and 
thank the more than 30,000 drug court 
judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys, 
treatment providers, probation offi-
cers, court administrators, and other 
professionals who are on the frontlines 
of providing a path to recovery. As we 
recognize National Drug Court Month, 
this is a great opportunity to show our 
commitment for the Drug Court Dis-
cretionary Grant Program and the Vet-
erans Treatment Court Initiative at 
the Department of Justice. While there 
are 150,000 Americans being served by 
drug courts and veterans treatment 
courts today, there are more than 1 
million individuals in our justice sys-
tem who do not yet have access to 
these lifesaving programs. 

I ask you to join me in supporting re-
sources for these programs to improve 
public safety, save taxpayer dollars, 
and, most importantly, save lives. 

With that, I yield back. 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, 

the United States’ relationship with 
China is one of our most complicated 
and consequential in the world. The 
United States must maintain a con-
structive partnership with China to ad-
dress global threats ranging from cli-
mate change to North Korea’s nuclear 
program. While our interests are often 
at odds, our relationship with China 
must be built on respect, not rebuffs— 
on tact, not tweets. 

On the campaign trail, President 
Trump’s rhetoric about China was as 
caustic as it was hollow. He claimed 
that climate change was a ‘‘hoax per-
petrated by the Chinese.’’ He contended 
that we could not ‘‘continue to allow 
China to rape our country.’’ He de-
clared China was ‘‘our enemy’’ and 
that he would direct the Treasury De-
partment to label China a currency 
manipulator on his first day in office. 
He said he would not honor the ‘‘one 
China policy’’ without extracting con-
cessions from the Chinese on trade. 
None of these threats materialized 
when Trump assumed office, of course. 
When rhetoric met reality, Trump re-
treated. 

Even while he railed against China 
during his campaign, Trump simulta-
neously extolled his deep financial ties 
with the country. He credited the Chi-
nese for much of his own personal for-
tune, saying, ‘‘I’ve made a lot of money 
with China,’’ and ‘‘I do great with 
China, I sell them condos, I have the 

largest bank in the world from China, 
the largest in the world by far. They’re 
a tenant of mine in a building I own in 
Manhattan.’’ 

Trump is the only President in mod-
ern history who has not divested his fi-
nancial holdings or established a blind 
trust, and his financial entanglements 
with China have grown since his inau-
guration. Earlier this year, China gave 
the Trump Organization preliminary 
approval for 38 trademarks, paving the 
way for the President and his family to 
develop a host of branded business from 
hotels, to insurance, to bodyguard and 
escort services. On the very same night 
that Ivanka Trump and Jared Kushner 
dined with Chinese President Xi at 
Mar-a-Lago, China granted Ivanka 
Trump’s company three new trade-
marks. All of this points to the very 
real possibility that Trump and his 
family are using the Presidency to in-
crease their personal profit, in viola-
tion of the Constitution, and that the- 
Chinese are accommodating them. 

Governor Terry Branstad is far from 
an ideal choice for the U.S. Ambas-
sador to China. His record on labor 
rights is deeply troubling, including his 
decision earlier this year to sign into 
law a bill that dramatically scales 
back the rights of workers to bargain 
collectively for their health insurance, 
evaluation procedures, and supple-
mental pay. 

However, in an administration that 
has put forward few qualified can-
didates for public office, Governor 
Branstad possesses some of the experi-
ence required for this critical diplo-
matic post. Governor Branstad has 
worked with the Chinese and with Chi-
nese President Xi specifically for sev-
eral decades. In his testimony before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, he alleged he would use this 
longstanding relationship to press 
President Xi on the North Korean nu-
clear threat. He acknowledged the im-
portance of opening Chinese markets 
to U.S. goods while recognizing the 
need to hold them accountable for un-
fair trade practices. He claimed that he 
would promote American values 
abroad, including human rights, the 
importance of a free press, and a rules- 
based international order. 

Governor Branstad’s recognition of 
the importance of these basic Amer-
ican values, values President Trump 
himself does not acknowledge, is vital 
in our engagements with China and 
countries around the world. Governor 
Branstad’s longstanding relationships 
in China suggest he may be more re-
sponsible and disciplined in his state-
ments and behavior than President 
Trump. Given the vast array of global 
issues that require China’s coopera-
tion, I hope Governor Branstad re-
mains faithful to his testimony and at-
tempts to foster a productive relation-
ship with China. For these reasons, I 
support his nomination for U.S. Am-
bassador to China. 

Mr. YOUNG. Madam President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

ERNST). The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

STOP ACT 
Mr. PORTMAN. Madam President, I 

came to the floor last week to talk 
about our police officers. It was during 
Police Week. We talked about the brav-
ery and heroism of our officers back 
home. I talked about tragic stories of 
police officers who were gunned down 
in the line of duty and talked about 
what they do for us every day. 

Today I want to talk about an issue 
that is endangering their lives and the 
lives of so many in our communities 
but specifically law enforcement. This 
happens in every single State rep-
resented in this Chamber. This danger 
is this new epidemic of synthetic her-
oin, of opioids. 

We know more about heroin and pre-
scription drugs. Now we have these 
synthetic heroins coming in that are 
even more powerful. Being a police offi-
cer has always been a tough job, but it 
is becoming riskier today because of 
this. Some people have heard it as 
carfentanil or fentanyl or U4. Most of 
this synthetic poison coming into our 
communities is coming through the 
mail system. It is coming from over-
seas, primarily from China, where they 
have laboratories, where some evil sci-
entist is mixing up this chemical mix 
and sending it over here into our com-
munities. 

Let me tell you about something 
that happened last Friday in East 
Liverpool, OH. Some of you may know 
the name ‘‘East Liverpool’’ because it 
is the same city where there was a pho-
tograph that went viral on the Internet 
of a couple who had overdosed in the 
front of a car, with their 3-year-old 
grandson in a car seat behind them. It 
showed the grandson, and it showed the 
two who had overdosed passed out in 
the front of the car. 

In this same town of East Liverpool, 
OH, an officer by the name of Chris 
Green pulled over a car in a routine 
traffic stop. As he came up to the car, 
he noticed there was white powder 
sprinkled around the car. He took the 
appropriate precautions. He put on his 
gloves, he put on a mask, and he began 
to deal with the situation at hand. The 
people in the car apparently had spread 
the powder to try to avoid it being de-
tected, but it was easily detectible. 

At the end of his arrest process, there 
was a small amount of powder that was 
left on his jacket, which he did not no-
tice. He went back to the police sta-
tion. When he got there, he noticed the 
powder on his shirt and instinctively 
he went like this to get the powder off 
of his shirt. This small amount of pow-
der touching his hand caused him to 
overdose. Officer Green is not a small 
guy; he is about 6 feet 3 inches, 225 

pounds. He is a big, strong police offi-
cer who overdosed just by trying to get 
a few flakes of powder off of his jacket. 
Why? Because this fentanyl is so pow-
erful. It is so deadly. 

Fortunately, his fellow police officers 
were able to save his life with 
naloxone. This is a miracle drug which 
reverses the effects of an overdose and 
which is being used on our streets 
every single day to save people from 
dying from overdoses. In this case, it 
was used to keep a police officer who 
was doing his duty and who had simply 
tried to get a few flakes of powder off 
of his uniform from dying of an over-
dose. 

East Liverpool police chief John 
Lane put it this way: 

If he had been alone, he’d be dead. That’s 
how dangerous this stuff is. 

Chief Lane later made the point that 
if Officer Green had gone home in that 
shirt and unknowingly had this powder 
on his shirt or his jacket, he could have 
endangered the lives of his family. 
That is a scary thought. Obviously, 
that is true. That is how deadly these 
drugs are. 

It only takes a few milligrams, just a 
few specks, to kill you. This chart will 
show you how much it takes. Here you 
see that 10 milligrams of carfentanil is 
powerful enough to sedate a 15,000- 
pound elephant. Here is the carfentanil 
over here, as shown on this chart. You 
will see why a fatal dose can be a very, 
very small amount—30 milligrams for 
heroin, 3 milligrams for fentanyl, even 
less than 3 milligrams for carfentanil. 

By the way, for those of you at home, 
if you look at a penny, you will see 
Abraham Lincoln’s profile on one side 
of it. The deadly dose of fentanyl that 
we are talking about here is enough to 
only cover up the face of Abraham Lin-
coln on a penny. That is how little we 
are talking about and how deadly this 
stuff is. You can see why our law en-
forcement officers are so concerned 
about this. 

Officer Green is not the only one to 
experience this. There was a famous 
case last year where two officers in At-
lantic County, NJ—Detective Dan 
Kallen and Detective Eric Price— 
overdosed on fentanyl just by breath-
ing fentanyl in the air at a crime 
scene. As some of you have heard, 
fentanyl is so dangerous that they are 
afraid to use dogs to try to sniff it out 
because just by trying to sniff these 
packages to see whether fentanyl is in-
cluded in them, the dogs could over-
dose and die. Fentanyl is dangerous 
stuff. 

By the way, it is taking up more and 
more of the resources of our police offi-
cers and other first responders. Earlier 
this year, I came to the floor and 
talked about Officer Ben Rhodes of 
Chillicothe, OH. Last year Officer 
Rhodes reversed more than 50 drug 
overdoses. This is one officer in one 
small town. 

Talk to the firefighters in your com-
munity and ask them whether they go 
on more fire runs or more heroin and 

fentanyl and carfentanil overdose runs. 
I almost guarantee you they will say 
they go on more overdose runs. As a re-
sult, in some communities, those fire-
fighters are not there to be able to pro-
tect us as you would typically think 
from the fires that still continue to be 
a major problem. So this is a real issue. 
It is taking up more and more of their 
time and more resources and causing 
more and more crime. 

On Thursday, in Middletown, OH, 
which is a town in Southern Ohio, a 
family was getting ready to leave the 
house. In fact, they had already 
strapped their 3-month-old baby into a 
car seat. It is not clear whether they 
had shot up with heroin before they put 
the baby in the car seat or after, but 
they went back into the house and they 
overdosed in the house. They had the 
baby in the car seat in the car. They 
overdosed in the home. 

They have another son who is 5 years 
old. He ran out of the house barefoot. 
He went to a neighbor’s house, to his 
stepfather’s home, which is a few 
blocks away, and yelled at the door: 
Mom and dad are dead. Mom and dad 
are dead. 

The grandfather called the police, 
and they rushed to the scene. They 
were able to revive the boy’s dad with 
naloxone. They used seven doses of 
naloxone on the mother, but she still 
couldn’t wake up. From talking to po-
lice officers about this, they tell me 
that there is a very good sign this in-
volved fentanyl, perhaps carfentanil, 
because after two, three, four, five, six, 
seven doses of naxolone, she still could 
not be revived. Fortunately, the police 
rushed her to the hospital, where they 
were finally able to bring her back. 

Again, this is what police officers are 
facing every day in my home State of 
Ohio, in your State, in your commu-
nity. 

After this incident, the Middletown 
Police said on Facebook: 

It has to stop. Please get help before it’s 
too late. Not only to save yourself, but to 
save your kids. Give these kids a chance by 
getting help. If you or someone you love has 
a drug problem, please seek help right now. 

This is a cry from our police officers 
saying that this can’t continue. 

Talk to the firefighters and police of-
ficers who have administered naloxone 
to the same individual time and time 
again, overdose after overdose. These 
brave officers and police officers 
around the country are feeling over-
whelmed. 

Drug overdoses are now the No. 1 
cause of accidental death in the United 
States of America. It has now sur-
passed car accidents. It has way sur-
passed gun violence. In the last 3 years, 
more Americans have died of drug 
overdoses than died in the Vietnam 
war. More Americans are dying of drug 
overdoses now than died of AIDS at the 
peak of the AIDS epidemic in 1995. This 
year, 2017, more people will die from 
overdoses from opioids than died from 
AIDS at the peak in 1995—another trag-
edy. According to an article in the New 
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York Times, more than four times as 
many people are dying every day from 
this epidemic than were dying of drug 
overdoses at the peak of the crack co-
caine epidemic. When I say it is the 
worst drug crisis we have faced in this 
country and that it is an epidemic, 
that is not overstating it. 

The Fraternal Order of Police and 
the Major County Sheriffs of America 
are actually focused on this issue, and 
they want better tools to be able to at 
least try to stop some of this poison— 
the fentanyl and the carfentanil—from 
coming into our communities. 

I mentioned earlier the fact that this 
actually comes by the mail system. 
Unbelievable. It doesn’t come by all 
mail systems. It comes through the 
U.S. mail system, as opposed to the 
private carriers, such as FedEx, UPS, 
DHL, or others. One reason is because 
our mail system in the United States 
does not require the kind of advanced 
notice of where the package is from, 
what is in it, and where it is going that 
the private carriers require. So where 
do the traffickers go? They go to our 
mail service, the U.S. Postal Service, 
and the postal service in the country 
that interacts with and connects with 
our postal service. 

This is why the Fraternal Order of 
Police, the Major County Sheriffs of 
America, and other law enforcement 
are saying: Help us by passing legisla-
tion called the STOP Act. The STOP 
Act is to help stop traffickers from 
bringing these deadly poisons into our 
communities, the kind of stuff that 
caused Officer Green to overdose. 

Fentanyl and these other synthetic 
drugs are not just coming in from over-
seas; they are coming in through our 
mail system. What we are saying in the 
STOP Act is, let’s close the loophole. 
Let’s say that the mail system in the 
United States has to say the same 
thing that other private carriers say, 
which is, if you want to ship something 
through our system, that is fine, but 
you have to tell us what is in it. You 
have to tell us where it is from and 
where it is going. Otherwise, they can’t 
effectively stop these packages. It is 
like finding a needle in a haystack. 

I talked earlier about the difficulty 
of detecting it and how poisonous it is, 
and sniffing dogs can’t be used because 
of the potential of them overdosing and 
dying. It is also very difficult for our 
officers to find these packages without 
some information. Expert testimony, 
including that from the Secretary of 
Homeland Security, General Kelly, 
from Customs and Border Protection, 
and from the folks at DEA all reach 
the same conclusion, which is that this 
policy change would make it easier for 
law enforcement to detect suspicious 
packages of fentanyl, carfentanil, and 
other synthetic drugs and help keep 
this poison out of our country. 

Support for this legislation is bipar-
tisan, and it is growing. We now have 
16 cosponsors in the Senate—8 Demo-
crats and 8 Republicans. Completely bi-
partisan. In the House, Congressman 

PAT TIBERI of Ohio and RICHARD NEAL 
of Massachusetts—a Republican and a 
Democrat—have introduced bipartisan 
companion legislation. They now have 
128 cosponsors. Support is building. It 
is an obvious way to help push back. Is 
it the silver bullet? No. There is not 
one silver bullet. We need to do more in 
terms of prevention, treatment, and re-
covery, and help our law enforcement 
more to make sure they have naloxone 
to be able to save lives. 

At least, let’s stop some of this poi-
son from coming in, and let’s at least 
increase the cost of the fentanyl be-
cause one reason you see this big in-
crease in overdoses from fentanyl and 
carfentanil and traffickers using more 
of it is because of the cost. At the very 
least, by helping our law enforcement, 
giving them the tools they need, we 
can stop some of it and increase the 
cost on the street. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in 
supporting the STOP Act. We have a 
hearing on this legislation on Thursday 
of this week in the Permanent Sub-
committee on Investigations. We have 
experts coming in—law enforcement of-
ficers who care a lot about their col-
leagues. They talk about what a danger 
this is to them, what a danger this is to 
our communities. It is time for us in 
the U.S. Senate to stand up and take 
this important step, not the silver bul-
let but the important step to be able to 
help save lives and make our commu-
nities safer. 

Thank you, Madam President. 
Mr. NELSON. Madam President, will 

the Senator from Ohio yield for a ques-
tion? 

Mr. PORTMAN. Absolutely. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON. Thank you, Madam 

President. 
I say to the Senator, I appreciate 

what he is doing. I am a supporter and 
one of the cosponsors of his bill. This 
fentanyl problem is just devastating 
communities all over the country, in-
cluding in my State of Florida. 

What was surprising to me to find 
out was that fentanyl is so much more 
addictive and so much more lethal 
than so many others of these drugs 
that ultimately lead to a person be-
coming addicted so badly that they 
just crave fentanyl. 

I appreciate very much what he has 
spoken about and given leadership to. I 
just want him to know there are a lot 
of us who are trying to raise the flags 
of awareness of this situation before it 
is too late. 

Mr. PORTMAN. I thank my colleague 
from Florida. He has been a stalwart 
on this issue. We have never made this 
a partisan issue, have we. We always 
kept this a bipartisan issue because 
this is a danger to our country, our 
communities—all Americans. The Sen-
ator is absolutely right. It is 30 to 50 
times more powerful than heroin. A 
flew flakes can kill you, as you see 
here. 

It is absolutely necessary we figure 
out a way together, as Republicans and 

Democrats. With the recovery efforts 
the Senator supported and the Cures 
Act he already supported, this is the 
next logical step to deal with the new 
threat, which is this synthetic heroin 
coming to our country. 

I thank my colleague from Florida. 
I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

MORAN). The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON. In passing, I would say 

to the Senator from Ohio, what was so 
surprising to me was, just a few grains 
of this deadly drug, just by being 
touched by someone, is absorbed into 
the system through the skin, and it can 
be lethal—just that innocent act of 
touching a few grains. So, indeed, we 
have to get our arms around this prob-
lem. 

HAITI 
Mr. President, I want to address the 

Senate on a different subject. If you 
will recall the devastating earthquake 
in this little country of Haiti—the 
poorest nation in the entire Western 
Hemisphere—you can imagine what 
that earthquake did. Just as people are 
beginning to get their lives back to-
gether, here comes a hurricane, and it 
devastates even more. As a result, over 
the course of those years, a number of 
Haitians were admitted into the United 
States under TPS, temporary protected 
status. That is a special entry into the 
United States, usually because of a 
natural catastrophe that has occurred 
in another nation in the world, but it is 
with the understanding that, indeed, as 
the first word of TPS says, it is ‘‘tem-
porary.’’ 

So into the United States—allowing 
some relief on all of the stresses on the 
local economy and the government be-
cause of that devastating earthquake, 
and then later the hurricane on top of 
it—are approximately just less than 
60,000 Haitians here legally on TPS. So 
the Government of the United States is 
making a decision and has just an-
nounced earlier today that it will ex-
tend TPS. I might say, that is a bipar-
tisan request from many of us from the 
Florida delegation—to extend TPS 
until the nation of Haiti can, in fact, 
absorb 60,000 people back into its little 
island economy. 

These are people who generally want 
to go back. Their families are there. 
These are people who have now earned 
a substantial savings that they send 
back as remittances to their families. 
These are people with skills that Haiti, 
as it continues to rebuild from a pov-
erty-stricken nation, will want to have 
back because of their skills. 

I might say that when I knew the De-
partment of Homeland Security was 
considering this—whether to revoke 
the TPS status or to extend it—I felt 
quite confident that the Secretary of 
DHS, General Kelly, the former com-
mander of Southcom, the U.S. South-
ern Command—that in his 3-year stint 
as commander of Southcom, he in fact 
would understand all the nuances be-
cause he had lived with that problem. 
He understood it. He understood not 
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only TPS for the Haitians, but he also 
understood the TPS that even years be-
fore had been given to a number of Cen-
tral Americans when they came into 
the country under temporary protected 
status, which they likewise had been 
extended, and that status has not been 
revoked. I felt quite confident that 
General Kelly, as the Secretary of 
DHS, would extend TPS from ordering 
immediate removal to the Nation of 
Haiti of 60,000 people. Indeed, General 
Kelly announced that decision earlier 
today, and he has granted a 6-month 
extension. 

Now, therein lies the problem. I have 
just spoken to General Kelly, who is 
really a tremendous, lifelong marine, 
very decorated, a true hero. He is 
someone that has comported with his 
duties, whatever it has been in his 
service to America, in the most exem-
plary manner. What I wanted to dis-
cuss with General Kelly was that there 
is just no way in 6 months that the Na-
tion of Haiti can absorb 60,000 of its 
people back. It would be like trying to 
swallow a bite of food that is way too 
big in order to do it. 

So what I urged General Kelly after 
this announcement was made, which 
has caused alarm in the Haitian-Amer-
ican community—it certainly caused 
alarm in the nation of Haiti, the Gov-
ernment of Haiti. Indeed, the Ambas-
sador was asking for an extension of at 
least 18 months. I don’t think it is out 
of the question that General Kelly will 
consider that. Therefore, I asked him 
to please confer with the leadership in 
the Haitian-American community in 
South Florida, a community he is well 
aware of since he lived in Miami for 3 
years as the commander of U.S. South-
ern Command. I think he will follow 
that suggestion and meet in the not- 
too-distant future with the leaders. 

General Kelly also told me he was 
planning a trip to Haiti to discuss this 
directly with the Government of Haiti. 
That is important because how can 
they reasonably absorb them back into 
society, utilize their skills—and over 
what period of time can that be done? 
Therefore, I commend General Kelly, 
the Secretary of DHS, on the way he 
has approached it. I would urge our 
Haitian-American communities in 
America to just be patient. Understand 
that General Kelly is going to do a 
comprehensive overview and that in 6 
months, come January, suddenly 60,000 
people are not going to be kicked out 
of the country. 

The truth is, I am not sure the Gov-
ernment of the United States knows 
exactly where all the 60,000 are. So that 
is going to be another question of lo-
cating them, once the decision is made, 
which this Senator has certainly urged 
at least 18 months before that would 
start. I have spoken to the Haitian Am-
bassador. He told me it is a newly 
formed government in Haiti and is 
working on a plan to further rebuild 
and develop the country so its people 
can make their lives there again. They 
have asked for the extension of TPS up 

to 18 months while they continue to re-
build. I think that by Secretary Kelly 
indicating he is going to Haiti very 
soon, that he has indicated he is going 
to reconsider the decision that was 
made about 6 months, suddenly revok-
ing all of their TPS status. As Haiti 
continues to rebuild, repatriating 60,000 
Haitians here in the United States 
needs to be pursued according to a plan 
that will not destabilize the new gov-
ernment’s efforts. 

Remember, this is a government that 
had a temporary government because 
there was a question about chicanery 
in the election. There was actually a 
temporary President that governed the 
country, and then new elections were 
held with an overwhelming winner who 
is now the President of Haiti. So in 
this newly formed government, you 
don’t want to destabilize their efforts, 
which would divert precious resources 
to just reintegrating the people who 
would be sent back from the United 
States. It could cause a severe overbur-
den on the government. Therefore, 
what this Senator is asking for—what I 
think, at the end of the day, will prob-
ably be 18 months, given that time, and 
then start an orderly transition of 
those TPS Haitians back to their own 
country. 

Thus, the United States can continue 
to be focused on helping Haiti recover 
from all of these disasters they have 
suffered. Therefore, I feel quite con-
fident Secretary Kelly will do that. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that if the 
Branstad nomination is confirmed, the 
motion to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mrs. ERNST. Mr. President, I rise 

today to encourage my colleagues to 
support Iowa Governor Terry 
Branstad’s nomination to be U.S. Am-
bassador to the People’s Republic of 
China. The position of U.S. Ambas-
sador to China is one of the most im-
portant ambassadorial positions in the 
world. I am confident that my friend 
and Governor, Terry Branstad, is the 
right person for the job. 

Having worked alongside the Gov-
ernor for many years, I know he will 
exemplify the same leadership, 
thoughtfulness, and dedication in his 
role as Ambassador to China on behalf 
of the United States as he did for the 
people of Iowa. Importantly, Governor 
Branstad also knows China and its 
leaders well. He first met President Xi 
Jinping while he was visiting Iowa on 
an agricultural research trip in 1985. 

They have kept in touch over the 
years, and Governor Branstad has vis-
ited China a number of times on behalf 
of the State of Iowa. Iowa’s extensive 
trade relationship with China has given 

Governor Branstad a front-seat view of 
the complexities of our country’s 
broader trade and economic relation-
ship with China and will provide him 
with the foundation to effectively ad-
vocate for U.S. interests, as evidenced 
by his successful confirmation before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Com-
mittee, which approved his nomination 
by voice vote. 

Governor Branstad will not only 
work tirelessly to foster our trade and 
economic interests with China, but he 
is also prepared to tackle the many 
other complex, bilateral issues we have 
with China, from North Korea to the 
South China Sea to human rights. It 
has been an honor to serve the people 
of Iowa alongside Governor Branstad, 
the longest serving Governor in U.S. 
history, and I am thrilled to continue 
to work with him in his new role serv-
ing the American people. 

I thank Governor Branstad for his 
service to Iowa, and I wish him and his 
family the best as they prepare to de-
part for Beijing. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maryland. 
Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I join 

the Senator from Iowa in supporting 
Governor Branstad as our next Ambas-
sador to China. I have the opportunity 
of being the ranking Democrat on the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee. I 
knew of Governor Branstad’s reputa-
tion as the Governor of Iowa—that he 
was well thought of and that his lead-
ership was recognized not only by the 
people of his State but in our Nation. 

So I was, before the nomination was 
made, impressed by his dedication to 
public service. I then had a chance to 
meet with him in my office. I must tell 
you that I was extremely impressed 
about how he was prepared to move on 
to be the Ambassador to China and how 
he spoke in favor of our strong ideals. 

We then had a confirmation hearing 
in our committee, and that very much 
confirmed his knowledge of the chal-
lenges that he has, his dedication to 
public service, and that he would be a 
strong advocate for American values. 
So I support his nomination and I urge 
my colleagues to confirm Governor 
Branstad. As Senator ERNST pointed 
out, our mission in China is a particu-
larly important international responsi-
bility. 

We know that China plays a signifi-
cant role—maybe even a dominating 
role—in regard to North Korea and in 
trying to get North Korea to give up its 
nuclear arsenal. We also know that 
China has a very checkered record on 
protecting the human rights of its own 
citizens. We have major trade issues 
between the United States and China, 
in which our Ambassador needs to be 
engaged to protect American commer-
cial interests. 

We have the continuing saga between 
Taiwan and China and living up to our 
commitments to protect the integrity 
of Taiwan. Then, we have a very dan-
gerous situation in the South China 
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Sea, where China has done many pro-
vocative activities that will require 
the diplomacy of our Ambassador in 
Beijing in order to encourage the use of 
the rule of law in direct negotiations 
between the parties and not claiming 
territory by provocative actions. 

So, for all of those issues, we need an 
experienced Ambassador in China to 
represent our interests. What really 
impressed me about Governor Branstad 
is that I do believe he has a passion for 
American values. 

I particularly appreciated his will-
ingness—and would even say he was 
anxious—to represent American and 
global interests for China’s improving 
their human rights record and dealing 
with the right of religious minorities, 
dealing with the right of dissent, and 
dealing with the right of free expres-
sion and the press. He very much spoke 
about the need for the rule of law. So 
while we welcome the emergence of a 
prosperous China, we want one that 
follows international institutional laws 
and norms. That is going to be the 
challenge for our next Ambassador. 

Let me comment on what I believe 
the Trump administration is doing 
that is going to make our next Ambas-
sador’s responsibilities even more chal-
lenging than perhaps they should be; 
that is, that we have seen already that 
in the discussions between President Xi 
and President Trump with respect to 
North Korea, it seems like the Trump 
administration is prepared to give up 
some of our American values in order 
to make progress with regard to North 
Korea, such as our interests in our 
American workers, our interests in the 
South China Sea, in maritime security, 
our relationship with Taiwan, and 
human rights, et cetera. 

That would be a bad deal. Yes, we 
want North Korea to be under control 
and to give up its nuclear weapons. 
Yes, we want China to exercise a much 
stronger role in convincing North 
Korea that it is in their interests to 
give up their nuclear weapon program. 
We want to do that. There are ways we 
can. It is in China’s interests that 
North Korea give up its nuclear weapon 
ambition. They want a nonnuclear Ko-
rean Peninsula. We should not trade 
our values in order for that to be able 
to occur. 

The second matter, which I have 
talked about on the floor before, that 
is going to make it more difficult for 
our next Ambassador is the President’s 
continued unwillingness to comply 
with the emoluments clause of the 
Constitution. 

As I have said on the floor before, 
every President before President 
Trump either divested of their con-
flicted ownership of assets or they set 
up a blind trust, but Mr. Trump did 
not. Shortly after his election, the 
Trump organization received trade-
marks through the Chinese Govern-
ment that they had been unsuccessful 
in obtaining for years, in which they 
have spent literally hundreds of thou-
sands of dollars if not more in legal 
fees. 

All of a sudden, 1 week after the 
President is elected, the Chinese Gov-
ernment grants these trademarks. It is 
hard to believe that the fact that they 
were dealing with the President of the 
United States did not weigh into deci-
sions made by the Chinese Govern-
ment. 

But it does not end there. We also 
know that a member of his family was 
in China to sell the EB–5 visas. That, 
again, presented a direct conflict. We 
actually know that his daughter re-
ceived three new trademarks in an in-
credibly speedy turnaround—the same 
night that the daughter had dinner 
with President Xi. 

These things don’t look good. The 
emoluments clause is where a foreign 
government tries to influence our 
President through doing favors. It is 
going to be very difficult for the Amer-
ican people—in fact, very difficult for 
the international community—to be-
lieve that it was not, in part, due to 
the position that Mr. Trump holds that 
these actions took place. 

That violates our Constitution. That 
is wrong. 

The bottom line is that our next Am-
bassador is going to have to deal with 
those issues. We have a hard enough as-
signment in dealing with North Korea, 
trade, the South China Sea, Taiwan, 
and human rights to throw in these ad-
ditional hurdles. So I urge my col-
leagues to support Mr. Branstad’s nom-
ination. I believe that he is well-quali-
fied to represent this country. I hope 
the Trump administration will give 
him a stronger hand to play. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I 
think I will be done speaking before 
the time for the vote arrives, but I ask 
unanimous consent for permission to 
finish my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
pleased that the Senate is finally con-
sidering the nomination of Governor 
Branstad of Iowa to be Ambassador to 
China. Before I speak about this very 
well-qualified nominee, I would like to 
express my great disappointment and 
great frustration with the seemingly 
endless obstruction on the part of the 
minority. 

This nominee received unanimous 
support in the Senate Foreign Rela-
tions Committee more than a week 
ago. Yet the majority leader was re-
quired to file cloture on the nominee 
because there could not be consent 
given to move forward with it. We 
could have approved this nomination 
with just a few minutes of debate time. 
Yet the minority required that we have 

the cloture vote and the 30 hours after-
wards, not because they wanted to de-
bate the merits of the nominee but 
simply to delay the business of the 
Senate. It is unfortunate that their 
delay has kept an eminently qualified 
individual from getting into the job to 
promote America’s interest in China 
sooner than it now will be. 

I am honored to have the opportunity 
today to speak to my colleagues about 
my good friend, Governor Terry 
Branstad. 

Governor Branstad is the longest- 
serving Governor in U.S. history. Let 
me make that clear. Out of 50 States 
for 230 years, no person in the United 
States has served their State as Gov-
ernor of that State longer than Terry 
Branstad has now. He is a lifelong 
Iowan who has devoted his life to pub-
lic service. 

After more than 22 years as my home 
State’s chief executive, I am proud to 
support Governor Branstad’s nomina-
tion to serve our country as the next 
U.S. Ambassador to the People’s Re-
public of China. 

The fact is, Governor Branstad has 
been an ambassador for Iowa to the Na-
tion and even to the world for his en-
tire career. He has been a champion for 
Iowa and on behalf of Iowans around 
the globe. As Governor, he has been 
vigorous in promoting our State’s 
economy and opening markets for our 
farm commodities, financial services, 
and manufacturing to the world mar-
ketplace. 

His nomination should come as no 
surprise to the people of Iowa. We have 
long known and benefited from the re-
lationship Governor Branstad has had 
with the people of China. A sister state 
relationship in 1983 has grown into a 
successful trade partnership that has 
benefited Iowa farmers and businesses. 

Perhaps most notably, Governor 
Branstad enjoys a 30-year friendship 
with President Xi. Their first meeting 
took place in 1985 in Iowa when, then a 
Provincial official, Xi led an agricul-
tural delegation to Iowa. President Xi 
visited Iowa again in 2012, when Gov-
ernor Branstad was back at the helm in 
his fifth term after a 12-year respite 
from being Governor. Their relation-
ship reflects genuine goodwill and, 
more importantly, mutual respect. 

Governor Branstad has never stopped 
working to expand Iowa’s trade, invest-
ment, and economic partnerships on 
the world stage, including many trips 
to China. He will bring midwestern hu-
mility and level-headed leadership to 
the job. He is a workhorse who is 
unafraid to get into the trenches to get 
the job done. I have no doubt that he 
will stand strong for American values, 
such as freedom of the press and reli-
gious liberty, and that he will work to 
strengthen peace, stability, and pros-
perity between our two nations. 

Once he is confirmed, I am confident 
that Governor Branstad will bring to 
bear his tireless commitment to solve 
problems and always move the ball for-
ward. Although his heart will always 
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be in Iowa, I know Governor Branstad 
will throw himself into this job whole-
heartedly. 

Governor Branstad is uniquely quali-
fied to help strengthen the trade, eco-
nomic, cultural, and geopolitical rela-
tionships between our two countries. I 
am pleased that he has now been called 
to serve our entire Nation, not just the 
State of Iowa, as Ambassador to China. 
I have every confidence that he will 
represent the United States well and 
will excel, just as he has throughout 
his entire public career. 

Without reservation, then, I support 
this nomination. I also urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this 
nomination. 

Thank you very much. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, all postcloture time 
has expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Branstad nomi-
nation? 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The assistant bill clerk called the 

roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Tennessee (Mr. ALEXANDER), the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), 
the Senator from Utah (Mr. LEE), and 
the Senator from Alaska (Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI). 

Further, if present and voting, the 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. ALEX-
ANDER) would have voted ‘‘yea’’, the 
Senator from Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON) 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’, and the Sen-
ator from Alaska (Ms. MURKOWSKI) 
would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from California (Ms. HARRIS) is 
necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 82, 
nays 13, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 133 Ex.] 

YEAS—82 

Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Cochran 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Durbin 

Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 
Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 

Manchin 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 

Strange 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 

Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 

Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—13 

Baldwin 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Duckworth 

Gillibrand 
Hirono 
Markey 
Peters 
Sanders 

Schumer 
Stabenow 
Warren 

NOT VOTING—5 

Alexander 
Harris 

Isakson 
Lee 

Murkowski 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

The majority leader. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 59, Amul Thapar 
to be United States circuit judge for 
the Sixth Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The legislative clerk read the nomi-

nation of Amul R. Thapar, of Ken-
tucky, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Sixth Circuit. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
send a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Amul R. Thapar, of Kentucky, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the Sixth 
Circuit. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, Roger 
F. Wicker, Jeff Flake, John Cornyn, 
Chuck Grassley, John Hoeven, James 
E. Risch, Mike Rounds, Deb Fischer, 
Mike Crapo, Jerry Moran, Pat Roberts, 
Lindsey Graham, John Kennedy, Steve 
Daines, David Perdue. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the man-
datory quorum call with respect to the 
cloture motion be waived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO REVEREND DENNIS H. 
HOLTSCHNEIDER 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I would 
like to take a few moments to thank 
Reverend Dennis H. Holtscheider for all 
he has done to bring educational excel-
lence to our State. 

After nearly 13 years as president of 
DePaul University, the largest Catho-
lic university in the country, Father 
Holtschneider will be retiring later this 
summer. He originally planned on step-
ping down in 2019 at the end of his con-
tract, but always putting DePaul first, 
he decided that wouldn’t fit with the 
university’s planning cycle. After lead-
ing the university through two success-
ful strategic plans, he said, ‘‘It’s best 
for DePaul if I step aside in the sum-
mer of 2017 so that a new leader can as-
sist the institution to name and ambi-
tiously pursue its next set of strategic 
objectives.’’ What a class act. It is no 
surprise, for more than a decade, Rev-
erend Holtschneider has put DePaul 
University first. 

During Father Holtschneider’s ten-
ure, U.S. News and World Report recog-
nized DePaul University as among the 
country’s ‘‘Most Innovative Univer-
sities.’’ While many colleges and uni-
versities shift their missions over the 
years, Reverend Holtschneider has al-
ways remained committed to DePaul 
University’s founding principles—a de-
votion to first generation students. He 
has raised about $460 million in philan-
thropic support for this noble cause, in-
cluding $333 million for the ‘‘Many 
Dreams, One Mission’’ campaign to en-
sure access to high quality education 
for future generations of DePaul stu-
dents. 

Born in Detroit, Father 
Holtschneider graduated from Niagara 
University with a bachelor’s degree in 
mathematics, studied for the priest-
hood at Mary Immaculate Seminary, 
and also received a doctorate in higher 
education administration from Harvard 
University. Prior to joining DePaul 
University, Father Holtscheider served 
as executive vice president and chief 
operating officer of his alma mater, Ni-
agara University. He also was the di-
rector and rector of Vincentian College 
Seminary and has been a faculty mem-
ber in the Harvard Graduate School of 
Education. Since 2014, Father 
Holtschneider has chaired the board of 
Ascension, the Nation’s largest Catho-
lic and nonprofit health system, but 
will be stepping down to become execu-
tive vice president and chief operating 
officer later this summer. 
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